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The detection of gravitational waves with ground-based laser interferometers has opened a new
window to test and constrain General Relativity (GR) in the strong, dynamical, and non-linear
regime. In this paper, we follow an agnostic approach and we study the quasi-normal modes of
gravitational perturbations of Johannsen black holes under the assumptions of the validity of the
Einstein Equations and of low values of the black hole spin parameter and deformation parameters.
We find that the deformation parameter α13 has a stronger impact on the quasi-normal modes than
the other leading order deformation parameters (α22, α52, and ϵ3). We derive a fitting formula for
the fundamental modes with l = 2 and l = 3 for the deformation parameter α13 valid in the slow
rotation approximation (a∗ < 0.4). Finally, we constrain α13 from the event GW170104; within our
analysis, we find that the data of GW170104 are consistent with the predictions of GR.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of General Relativity (GR) is one of the
pillars of modern physics and all the available observa-
tions are consistent with its predictions1. For decades,
the theory has been mainly tested in the so-called weak
field regime with experiments in the Solar System and
observations of binary pulsars [1]. On the contrary, the
strong field regime was almost completely unexplored un-
til 7-8 years ago. Thanks to a new generation of obser-
vational facilities, the situation has radically changed in
the past years. Today we can test GR in the strong
field regime with observations of black holes (BHs) from
gravitational wave laser interferometers [2–6], X-ray mis-
sions [7–10], and mm very long baseline interferometry
facilities [11–14]. Current tests can be significantly im-
proved in the future with the third generation of ground-
based laser interferometers, space-based laser interferom-
eters, upcoming X-ray observatories with larger effective
areas and higher energy resolutions, and space very long
baseline interferometry.

To test a theory, we can normally follow two different
strategies, which are usually referred to as top-down (or
theory-specific) approach and bottom-up (or agnostic)
approach, respectively. In the case of tests of GR, both
approaches have been employed, but the agnostic strat-
egy is somewhat more popular than the theory-specific
one. In the theory-specific approach, we want to test GR
against another theory of gravity: we analyze some obser-
vations within GR and within the other theory of gravity
and we check which of the two theories can explain the
data better. To choose this strategy, we have to be able

∗ yhguo21@m.fudan.edu.cn
† swarnim@fudan.edu.cn
‡ Corresponding author: bambi@fudan.edu.cn
1 While there are problems, like those of dark matter and dark en-
ergy, none of these issues unambiguously requires modifications
of GR and new physics may instead come from the matter sector.

to derive the predictions of both GR and the other the-
ory of gravity. With the agnostic approach, we develop
a framework in which we can quantify possible devia-
tions from the predictions of GR, usually by introducing
some extra parameters. From the analysis of observa-
tions within this framework, we can measure the values
of these extra parameters and check a posteriori if the
latter are consistent with the values expected in GR.

BHs are ideal laboratories for testing GR in the strong
field regime, as they are the sources of the strongest gravi-
tational fields that we can find today in the Universe. In
4-dimensional GR and in the absence of exotic matter
fields, uncharged BHs are described by the Kerr solu-
tion [15]. The spacetime geometry around astrophysical
BHs is thought to be approximated well by the Kerr so-
lution [16]. Testing the Kerr metric around astrophysical
BHs is currently one of the most popular tests of GR in
the strong field regime [17, 18]. With the currently avail-
able data, X-ray tests of stellar-mass BHs in X-ray binary
systems normally provide the most stringent constraints
on possible deviations from the Kerr geometry [19, 20].
Gravitational wave (GW) tests of the Kerr metric are
somewhat weaker than X-ray tests, but they promise to
improve much faster in the next years.

Current GW observatories can detect the GW signal of
the coalescence of two stellar-mass BHs. The coalescence
process can be separated into three stages: the inspiral,
the merger, and the ring-down. In the inspiral phase, the
two objects rotates around a common center of mass and
the system loses energy and angular momentum by emit-
ting GWs. The inspiral signal is relatively well detected
by current GW observatories and it is the most widely
used to test GR; see, for instance, Refs. [3, 6, 21–26].
In the merger, the two objects merge together to form a
heavier BH: the merger signal could be potentially very
useful to test GR, but it is too fast and short to be de-
tected by current GW observatories and there are still
large uncertainties in the theoretical predictions, even in
GR. During the ring-down, the newly born BH emits
GWs to settle down to an equilibrium configuration. In
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the ring-down phase, we have the emission of characteris-
tic GW signals, which are called the quasi-normal modes
(QNMs). The QNM signal is not measured very well with
the sensitivity of current GW observatories, but it is very
interesting for future tests of GR because the properties
of the QNMs are independent of the initial conditions
and only determined by the characteristic of the system.

There is a rich literature on the QNMs of BHs and neu-
tron stars in GR and in other theories of gravity [27–34]
and the detection of QNMs promises to be a powerful tool
for testing GR with future observations [35, 36]. QNMs of
specific gravity theories have been calculated [37–39] and
the available GW data from the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA
(LVK) Collaboration can already constrain some mod-
els [40]. There are also attempts to use QNMs for agnos-
tic tests of GR; see, for instance, Refs. [41, 42].

The properties of the QNMs can be inferred from the
study of the evolution of small perturbations on a back-
ground metric. If we consider the QNMs of the per-
turbations of a scalar field, we have to solve the Klein-
Gordon Equations in the BH metric that we want to
study [43, 44]. In GR, the QNM spectrum of the per-
turbations of a scalar field is similar to that of GWs,
but in general this is not guaranteed. If we want to
study the QNMs of gravitational perturbations, we need
to know both the BH metric and the field equations of
the gravity theory, and therefore, strictly speaking, this
can be done only for testing specific gravity theories. As-
suming that the GW emission can be approximated well
by the Einstein Equations, we can potentially study the
QNM spectrum of GWs on an arbitrary BH spacetime.
However, even with such an assumption it is definitively
non-trivial if the spacetime metric is only axisymmetric
rather than spherically symmetric. The Master Equa-
tions of the QNMs can be further simplified if we con-
sider slowly-rotating BHs, we expand the metric around
the non-rotating solution, and we ignore all terms higher
than the first order in the BH spin parameter.

In this paper, we study the QNMs of the gravitational
perturbations in the Johannsen metric [45] assuming the
validity of the Einstein Equations and considering the
slow rotation approximation. The Johannsen metric is
a parametric BH spacetime specifically designed to test
the Kerr hypothesis with astrophysical observations. It is
characterized by four infinite sets of deformation parame-
ters, which are introduced to quantify possible deviations
from the Kerr background. If all deformation parame-
ters vanish, we exactly recover the Kerr solution. The
Johannsen metric is not a solution of any specific gravity
theory, but it is supposed to approximate well a large
number of BH solutions for a proper choice of the values
of its deformation parameters. The use of the Johannsen
metric assuming the validity of the Einstein Equations
can make sense if we see our test as a null experiment:
we expect that GR is correct and any small deviations
from GR may be interpreted as a non-vanishing deforma-
tion parameter. In the case of a possible measurement
of a non-vanishing deformation parameter, the method

is clearly unsuitable to figure out the exact origin of the
deviation from the GR predictions (which can be in the
spacetime metric as well as in the generation of GWs),
but it could still be an important first step before a more
detailed (and model-dependent) analysis.

The Johannsen metric has been extensively used in
X-ray tests of GR [7–10] and its leading deformation pa-
rameters have been already constrained from the inspiral
signal of the GW events observed by the LVK Collabo-
ration [5, 6, 25]. In this paper, we limit our study to the
leading order deformation parameters and we derive a fit-
ting formula. Thanks to the slow rotation approximation,
axial and polar perturbations are separable. We use the
direct integration method to calculate the QNMs [28]. To
test our method, we use the fitting formula to constrain
one of the deformation parameters with the ring-down
data of the LVK event GW170104.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section II,
we review the Johannsen metric. In Section III, we derive
the deformed Regge-Wheeler and Zerlini Equations for
slowly-rotating Johannsen BHs. In Section IV and Sec-
tion V, we calculate the QNMs in the Johannsen metric
and we derive a fitting formula. In Section VI, we obtain
constraints on the Johannsen deformation parameter α13

from the ring-down data of GW170104. We discuss our
results in Section VII. In this manuscript we use natural
units in which c = GN = 1.

II. JOHANNSEN METRIC

In this section, we briefly review the Johannsen met-
ric [45], which is a parametric BH spacetime specifically
designed to test the Kerr hypothesis with astrophysi-
cal observations within an agnostic approach. In Boyer-
Lindquist coordinates, the non-vanishing metric coeffi-
cients of the Johannsen metric are

gtt = − Σ[∆− a2A2
2(r) sin

2 θ]

[(r2 + a2)A1(r)− a2A2(r)sin2θ]2
,

gtϕ = −a[(r2 + a2)A1(r)A2(r)−∆]Σsin2θ

[(r2 + a2)A1(r)− a2A2(r) sin
2 θ]2

,

grr =
Σ

∆A5(r)
,

gθθ = Σ ,

gϕϕ =
Σsin2 θ[(r2 + a2)2A2

1(r)− a2∆sin2 θ]

[(r2 + a2)A1(r)− a2A2(r) sin
2 θ]2

, (1)
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where Σ = r2+ a2 cos2 θ+ f(r), ∆ = r2− 2Mr+ a2, and
the functions A1(r), A2(r), A5(r), and f(r) are given by

A1(r) = 1 +

∞∑
n=3

α1n

(
M

r

)n

,

A2(r) = 1 +

∞∑
n=2

α2n

(
M

r

)n

,

A5(r) = 1 +

∞∑
n=2

α5n

(
M

r

)n

,

f(r) =

∞∑
n=3

ϵn
Mn

rn−2
. (2)

With this version of the metric, the spacetime is asymp-
totically flat, we recover the correct Newtonian limit,
and there are no constraints from Solar System exper-
iments [45].

In what follows, we restrict our study to the leading or-
der deformation parameters in A1, A2, A5, f(r), namely
α13, α22, α52, and ϵ3, and all higher order terms are as-
sumed to vanish. Moreover, we consider slowly-rotating
BHs and we keep only the terms linear in the BH spin a.
In this context, the non-vanishing metric coefficients of

the Johannsen metric become

gtt = − ∆Σ

(A1r2)2
,

gtϕ = −aΣsin2 θ(A1A2r
2 −∆)

(A1r2)2
,

grr =
Σ

A5∆
,

gθθ = Σ ,

gϕϕ = Σsin2 θ , (3)

where

A1(r) = 1 + α13

(
M

r

)3

,

A2(r) = 1 + α22

(
M

r

)2

,

A5(r) = 1 + α52

(
M

r

)2

,

Σ = r2 + ϵ3
M3

r
. (4)

We note that the slow rotation approximation is adopted
in order to separate axial and polar perturbations.

III. MASTER EQUATIONS

We follow the standard approach in BH perturbation
theory; see, for instance, Ref. [39]. We consider linear
perturbations on the background metric

gµν = g0µν + hµν , (5)
where, in our case, g0µν is the Johannsen metric given
in Eqs. (3) and (4), and |hµν | ≪ 1. The angular de-
pendence of the perturbations hµν can be decomposed
into scalar, vector, and rank-2 tensor spherical harmon-
ics. Vector and tensor spherical harmonics are grouped
into two classes, according to their behavior under a par-
ity transformation (θ → π − θ and ϕ → ϕ + π), and we
can write hµν = hpolar

µν + haxial
µν . Polar/even perturba-

tions get the factor (−1)l under a parity transformation.
Axial/odd perturbations get the factor (−1)l+1.

We choose the Regge-Wheeler gauge to simplify the calculations [46]. Polar and axial perturbations can now be
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written as

hpolar
µν =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l


H lm

0 H lm
1 0 0

H lm
1 H lm

2 0 0
0 0 r2Klm 0
0 0 0 r2 sin2 θKlm

Y lm , (6)

haxial
µν =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l


0 0 − hlm

0

sin θ∂ϕ hlm
0 sin θ∂θ

0 0 − hlm
1

sin θ∂ϕ hlm
1 sin θ∂θ

− hlm
0

sin θ∂ϕ − hlm
1

sin θ∂ϕ 0 0
hlm
0 sin θ∂θ hlm

1 sin θ∂θ 0 0

Y lm ,

(7)

where H lm
i = H lm

i (t, r), Klm = Klm(t, r), and hlm
i =

hlm
i (t, r) are functions only of the coordinates t and r,

while Y lm = Y lm(θ, ϕ) are the scalar spherical harmonics
and depend only on the coordinates θ and ϕ.
We assume the Einstein Equations. We plug the met-

ric in (5) into the Einstein Equations and we ignore all
terms of second or higher order in hµν , all terms of sec-
ond or higher order in the BH spin a, all terms of second
or higher order in the deformation parameters (α13, α22,
α52, and ϵ3). We assume the following form for the func-
tions H lm

i , Klm, and hlm
i

H lm
i (t, r) = e−iωtH̃ lm

i (r) ,

Klm(t, r) = e−iωtK̃lm(r) ,

hlm
i (t, r) = e−iωth̃lm

i (r) . (8)

The Johannsen metric is not a vacuum solution of the
Einstein Equations. If we plug the Johannsen metric into
the left hand side of the Einstein Equations, we get a non-
vanishing effective stress-energy tensor on the right hand
side. If we consider gravitational perturbations hµν , we
may consider even perturbations in the effective stress-
energy tensor, which can be decomposed to spherical har-

monics too. Within our agnostic approach, we assume
that there are no perturbations on the right hand side.
Within our approximation, we can separate the angu-

lar dependence of the perturbations from the radial one
and, in turn, we can separate the radial dependence of
polar and axial perturbations. Our Master Equations of
our gravitational perturbations turn out to have the form
of the Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli Equations

DΨ+ VΨ = 0 (9)

where Ψ is one of the functions H̃ lm
i , K̃lm, and h̃lm

i , D
is a second order radial differential operator, and V is an
effective potential. In tortoise coordinates, the Master
Equations reduce to the following form

∂2Ψ

∂r2∗
+ V∗Ψ = 0 , (10)

where

r∗ = r + 2M ln
( r

2M
− 1

)
. (11)

In the case of axial perturbations (Ψ = h̃lm
1 , h̃lm

2 ), the
effective potential V is

V axial = ω2 +
2
(
l2 + l + 3

)
Mr − l(l + 1)r2 − 12M2

r4

−4maM

r7ω

(
l2r4ω2 + lr4ω2 + 84M2 − 78Mr + 18r2

)
l(l + 1)

+
α13M

3

r8

{
3(2M − r)

(
−9

(
l2 + l − 8

)
r2 + (25l(l + 1)− 428)Mr + 576M2

)
l2 + l − 2

+ 2r5ω2

}

+
α52M

3

r7
84M2 − 2[4l(l + 1) + 55]Mr + [44− l(l + 1)(2l(l + 1)− 13)]r2

l2 + l − 2

+
α52M

2

r4
l(l + 1)

[
2l(l + 1)− 2r2ω2 − 9

]
+ 4r2ω2 − 10

2 (l2 + l − 2)

−3ϵ3M
3(2M − r)

r8

(
9l2 + 9l − 368

)
Mr − 3

(
l2 + l − 20

)
r2 + 512M2

l2 + l − 2
. (12)

In the Schwarzschild limit (a = α13 = α22 = α52 = ϵ3 = 0), we have only the first two terms. For slowly-rotating
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Kerr BHs (α13 = α22 = α52 = ϵ3 = 0), we have the first
three terms. We note that the deformation parameter
α22 does not appear in the effective potential within our
approximations.

The effective potential for polar perturbations (Ψ =

H̃ lm
0 , H̃ lm

1 , H̃ lm
2 , , K̃lm) has quite a long expression and

is reported in Appendix A. As in the case of the effec-
tive potential for axial perturbations, the deformation
parameter α22 is not present within our approximations.
In the rest of the paper, we will thus consider only the
deformation parameters α13, α52, and ϵ3.

In the cases of the Schwarzschild and Kerr spacetimes,
polar and axial perturbations turn out to have the same
spectrum. However, in general such a result is not guar-
anteed and the spectra of polar and axial perturbations
may be different. In our case, since we are assuming that
the deformation parameters are small, we can expect that
any difference between the spectra of polar and axial per-
turbations is also small. In what follows, we study the
axial perturbations assuming that, at first approxima-
tion, our results hold even for polar perturbations.

IV. QUASI-NORMAL MODES

The late-time perturbations of the background metric
are sinusoids known as the QNMs. These characteristic
vibration modes of the spacetime have complex frequen-
cies: the real part describes the oscillation of the metric
perturbation while the imaginary part describes the de-
cay of the amplitude of the oscillation.

From the Master Equations derived in the previous sec-
tion, we can calculate the frequencies of the QNMs with
one of the available numerical methods discussed in the
literature. In what follows, we use the direct integration
method [28].

A. Boundary conditions

In our Master Equations, we have to impose two
boundaries: one at spatial infinity (r → ∞) and the other
one at the BH event horizon (r = rH). Within our ap-
proximation of slow rotation and small deformation pa-
rameters, the radial coordinate of the BH event horizon
reduces to that of a Schwarzschild BH, i.e. rH = 2M .
QNM solutions are purely in-going at the event horizon
and purely out-going at spatial infinity:

Ψ ∝

{
e−iωHr∗ , r → rH ,

eiω∞r∗ , r → ∞ ,
(13)

where

ωH =

√
ω

[
ω(α13 − α52 + 4)− 2ma

M2

]
,

ω∞ = ω . (14)

We note that, while we have derived the Master Equa-
tions ignoring terms of second and higher order in the
perturbations, spin parameter, and deformation param-
eters, we will use the full expression in Eq. (14) for ωH.
The exact value of ωH has indeed a strong impact on
the calculations and we want to investigate deformation
parameters of order of 0.1.
At the event horizon, r = rH but r∗ → −∞. At spa-

tial infinity, both r and r∗ diverge. In the numerical
calculations of the QNMs, this can cause problems. It is
thus convenient to find analytic asymptotic solutions to
the perturbation equations around the BH event horizon
and spatial infinity of the following form

Ψ ∝


e−iωHr∗

∞∑
n=0

hi
n(r − 2M)n , r → rH ,

eiωr∗

∞∑
n=0

ginr
−n , r → ∞ ,

(15)

where the index i is to distinguish coefficients of the same
order for different deformation parameters. The coeffi-
cient hi

n and gin can be determined, order by order, from
our Master Equations for r → rH and r → ∞, respec-
tively. For our calculations, we calculate first terms to a
maximum calculating limit, which is the maximum calcu-
lable order of expansion coefficients in Mathematica. In
our case, we set n=10 for the boundary condition at the
horizon and n=14 for the boundary condition at infinity.

B. Direct integration method

With the direct integration method, we directly inte-
grate the Master Equations from the event horizon (in
our numerical calculations, from r1 = rH +0.0001 M) to
a finite radius (rmatching = 20 M) and from infinity (in
our numerical calculations, from r2 = 60 M) to the same
finite radius.
The Wronskian matrix of these two solutions is

W =

(
Ψin Ψ′

in

Ψout Ψ′
out

)
(16)

where the subscript in (out) indicates the solution of the
integration from the event horizon (from infinity) to the
finite radius and Ψ′ = ∂Ψ/∂r. The two solutions are the
same solution when

det(W )|matching = 0 (17)

which is the condition for ω to be a frequency of a QNM.
We use the DNSolve function in Mathematica to find the
QNM frequencies and we set the accuracy and the preci-
sion to 10 digits.

V. RESULTS

The obtained ω is comprised of a real part, describing
the frequency of the oscillation of the metric perturba-
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tion, and an imaginary part, describing the decay of the
amplitude. We label the QNM by increasing |Im(ω)| as
overtone number. Among all QNMs, the dominant one
is normally expected to be the {l,m, n} = {2, 2, 1} mode,
ω221 [47–49]. We choose this mode for our study. In re-
ality, the GW signal from a certain astrophysical event
should be the sum of a few dominant modes. Without
loss of generality, in our calculations we set M = 1.

A. Kerr spacetime and correction factor

With the metric decomposition presented in the previ-
ous section, the gravitational perturbations can be de-
composed into a class of partial differential equations
with the form in Eq. (9). However, in general, these
equations are not separable unless the slow rotation ap-
proximation is adopted. In our case of the Johannsen
metric with deformation parameters α13, α52, and ϵ3, we
also need to consider these three deformation parameters
to first order in order to have separable equations.

Fig. 1 shows the real and imaginary parts of ω221 in
the Kerr spacetime (α13 = α52 = ϵ3 = 0) as a function of
the BH spin a as calculated through our method with the
slow rotation approximation and through the Teukolsky
Equations (valid for any value of the BH spin parame-
ter). The lower panels in Fig. 1 show the relative error
of the real and imaginary parts of ω221 obtained with
our method. For the real part, the error is below 1% for
a < 0.3 and it is about 1% for a = 0.4. For the imagi-
nary part, the error is larger: it is below 10% for a < 0.3
and it is about 20% for a = 0.4. We also note that our
slow rotation approximation predicts that the real part
of ω221 increases as the spin increases up to a ≈ 0.45,
and then decreases for higher values of a.
Astrophysical BHs are expected to rotate, just like the

vast majority of astrophysical objects. In an attempt
to improve the accuracy of our predictions, we intro-
duce a correction factor C, which is calculated as the
ratio between the QNM frequency in the Kerr spacetime
calculated with the Teukolsky Equations, ωTeu, and the
QNM frequency in the Kerr spacetime calculated with
our method, ωKerr: C = ωTeu/ωKerr. The corrected QNM
frequency ωcorr is

ωcorr = C ωKerr . (18)

By definition of the correction factor C, ωcorr = ωTeu

when we consider the Kerr spacetime. In the next sec-
tions, we will use the correction factor C to improve the
accuracy of our predictions of the QNM frequencies for
slow-rotating non-Kerr black holes.

B. Non-Kerr spacetime

We can repeat our calculations of the QNM frequencies
in the presence of a non-vanishing deformation param-
eter. If the QNM frequency calculated in the deformed

Kerr spacetime with our method (slow rotation and small
deviations from Kerr) is ωNon−Kerr, the corrected QNM
frequency is

ωcorr = ωNon−Kerr + (C − 1) ωKerr , (19)

where ωKerr is the QNM frequency in the Kerr spacetime
for the same value of the black hole spin parameter with
our method. In this way, we exactly recover the result
of the Teukolsky Equations in the limit of vanishing de-
formation parameters and we expect to have a more ac-
curate QNM frequency in the limit of small deformation
parameters.
Fig. 2 shows ωcorr for a < 0.3 and −0.2 < α13 < 0.2 for

the QNM {l,m, n} = {2, 2, 1}. A positive α13 decreases
the value of the real part of the QNM frequency (left
panels) and increases that of the imaginary part (right
panels). We note that ωNon−Kerr depends even on the BH
spin and therefore the ωcorr curves in Fig. 2 are not rigid
vertical translations of ωTeu on the plane spin parameter
vs α13.
Fig. 3 shows ωcorr for a < 0.3 and −0.2 < α52 < 0.2 for

the QNM {l,m, n} = {2, 2, 1}. A positive α52 decreases
both the values of the real and imaginary parts of the
QNM frequency.

Fig. 4 shows ωcorr for a < 0.3 and −0.2 < ϵ3 < 0.2 for
the QNM {l,m, n} = {2, 2, 1}. A positive ϵ3 increases the
value of the real part of the QNM frequency (left panels)
and decreases that of the imaginary part (right panels).

Among deviations come from three deformation pa-
rameters, α13 has the largest impact on the both parts
QNM frequency under small spin approximation. Hence,
we construct fitting formula with the dominant parame-
ter α13 under slow spin range and ignore the impact of
α52, ϵ3.

C. Fitting formula

Now we construct a fitting formula for the real and
imaginary parts of the QNM frequencies. We know the
QNM frequencies in the Kerr spacetime calculated with
the Teukolsky Equations and we look for a formula to
take a non-vanishing α13 into account. Our fitting for-
mula has the following form

Re(ω) = Re(ωTeu) + P0α13 + P1α13a+O(a2, α2
13),

Im(ω) = Im(ωTeu) +Q0α13 +Q1α13a+O(a2, α2
13).

(20)

To derive the coefficients P0, P1, Q0, and Q1, we
consider the ranges a ∈ [0, 0.3] and α13 ∈ [−0.3, 0.3],
where the slow spin approximation and the small defor-
mation parameter approximation can accurately describe
the QNM values. We use numpy.polyfit to fit the co-
efficients [50] and we report our results for the dominant
mode {l,m, n} = {2, 2, 1} in Tab. I. The coefficients of
the fitting formula for first overtone mode of l = 2 and 3
are reported in Appendix D. The errors is not more than
0.2% for l = 2 and not more than 0.3% for l = 3.
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FIG. 1. Comparison between the real part (top left panel) and the imaginary part (top right panel) of the QNM {l,m, n} =
{2, 2, 1} in the Kerr spacetime as calculated through the Teukolsky Equations (blue-solid curves) and through our method with
the slow rotation approximation (orange-dashed curves). The bottom panels show the relative error of our calculations. We
use units in which M = 1. See the text for more details.

TABLE I. Coefficients of the fitting formula for {l,m, n} =
{2, 2, 1}.

P0 P1 Q0 Q1 error [%]
Re(ω221) −0.0197 0.0025 0.18
Im(ω221) 0.0130 −0.0095 0.14

VI. CONSTRAINING α13 WITH GW DATA

The fitting formula allows us to constrain α13 using
events whose spin lies in our low-spin band, a ∈ [0, 0.4].
For a given mode {l,m, n}, we can write [51–53]:

flmn = fGR
lmn(1 + δflmn),

τlmn = τGR
lmn(1 + δτlmn) , (21)

where flmn = Re(ωlmn) and τlmn = 1/Im(ωlmn) are the
frequency and damping time of the QNM {n, l,m} and
δflmn and δτlmn as their corresponding deviations from
the GR prediction. A mapping can then be established
between the fitting formula and the parametric GR de-
viation

α13 =
fGR
lmnδflmn

P0 + P1a
+O(a2),

= − δτlmn

τGR
lmn(1 + δτlmn)(Q0 +Q1a)

+O(a2). (22)

To fit the data, we choose the {2, 2, 1} mode of event
GW170104, as the spin estimate for this source is low (see

Tab. VIII in Ref. [4], Kerr220 in their convention). Using
pyRing [51–53], we obtain the posterior distributions of
final mass, final spin, δf221, and δτ221. Using Eq. 22,
the deformation parameter α13 is estimated, as shown
in Fig. 5. The spin range we obtain is a = 0.31+0.45

−0.28 at
the 90% confidence level (CL), which exceeds slightly the
range allowed with our methods. Nevertheless, this is the
best we have for now to estimate α13 from real data. The
posteriors obtained for δf221 is −0.15+0.54

−0.32 and for δτ221
is −0.30+0.51

−0.18, both at 90% CL.
Given the range of values for the posteriors, we extend

the fitting formula in Section VC for α13 ∈ [−1.0, 1.0]
and obtain P0 = −0.0205, P1 = 0.0166, Q0 = 0.0136, and
Q1 = 0.0021. We repeat the analysis with the new fitting
formula and we find the following constraints on α13:
α13 = 0.7+2.7

−2.6 from f221 and α13 = −2.5+3.6
−3.1 from τ221,

both at 90% CL. To combine these two constraints, we
use a kernel density distribution. We find the combined
constraint α13 = −0.5+2.1

−4.0 at 90% CL (orange area in
Fig. 5).

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we have calculated the QNMs of a para-
metric black hole metric in a theory-agnostic approach.
We employed the Johannsen metric and we restricted
our analysis to the leading order deformation parame-
ters: α13, α22, α52, and ϵ3. We assumed the validity of
the Einstein Equations and we consider the approxima-
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FIG. 2. QNM {l,m, n} = {2, 2, 1} in the Johannsen spacetime with non-vanishing BH spin a and deformation parameter α13.
The top panels show the real and imaginary parts of the QNM frequency as a function of the BH spin a for different values of
the deformation parameter α13. The bottom panels show the real and imaginary parts of the QNM frequency as a function
of the deformation parameter α13 for different values of the BH spin a. We use units in which M = 1. See the text for more
details.

tion of low values of the black hole spin parameter and
of the deformation parameters. With such an approxi-
mation, we can separate axial and polar modes. Within
our approximation, the deformation parameter α22 does
not appear in the effective potential for axial and polar
perturbations.

For the deformation parameter α13, we have con-
structed a fitting formula to describe the frequency and
the damping time of the QNMs. We used our fitting for-
mula to analyze the data of GW170104, as the spin of
the final BH was found to be low and we see the QNM
{2, 2, 1} in the data [4]. Our estimate of α13 is −0.5+2.1

−4.0

(90% CL), which is consistent with no deviations from
the Kerr background and is in agreement with the results
based on the inspiral phase of the same event reported in
Ref. [6]. With the ongoing runs of LVK and the advent of
more sensitive future instruments [54–58], we can expect
to have new and higher-quality data of events with low
final spins for which the method presented in this work
can be suitable to test GR in an agnostic way.

The construction of a full waveform model would be
certainly possible, but is out of scope of this work. More-
over, here we have only derived a fitting formula in the
limit of low spins. However, in reality, the spin of BH bi-
naries in ring-down process are generally larger than 0.3.
Therefore, calculation of high spin value can be impor-
tant in actual data-fittings. There is a spectral decom-
position method [38, 59] for high spin calculation which
we plan to explore in a subsequent work.

Recently, some authors have proposed Teukolsky-
like equations for beyond-GR/beyond-Kerr black holes,
which can be used to calculate QNMs of rotating black
holes without requiring the slow rotation approxima-
tion [60–62]. This approach relies on complicated cal-
culations and often requires an expansion in the spin
parameter, because rotating black hole solutions of spe-
cific gravity theories are typically known perturbatively
in the black hole spin parameter. Theory-agnostic tests
are easier and more efficient for a null test than a theory-
specific approach, which can be applied only to test a
specific model and requires higher precision and higher-
order calculations.
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FIG. 3. As in Fig. 2 for the deformation parameter α52. See the text for more details.

FIG. 4. As in Fig. 2 for the deformation parameter ϵ3. See the text for more details.

Appendix A: Effective potential for polar
perturbations

In the case of polar perturbations (Ψ = H̃ lm
0 , H̃ lm

1 ,

H̃ lm
2 , , K̃lm), the effective potential V in Eq. (9) is
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FIG. 5. Constraints on α13 obtained from the {2, 2, 1} mode
of GW170104. We use a kernel density function to combine
the two constraints obtained from δf (green area) and δτ
(blue area). The vertical black dotted line marks the median
−0.53 and the two vertical violet dashed lines mark the 90%
confidence interval [−4.46, 1.66] of the combined constraint.
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V polar =
1

r4((l2 + l − 2t)r + 6M)2

(
72(l2 + l − 3)M3r − (l2 + l − 2)2r4(l2 + l − r2ω2)

+ 12M2r2
(
l4 + 2l3 − 6l2 − 7l + 3r2ω2 + 10

)
+ 2

(
l2 + l − 2

)
Mr3

(
l4 + 2l3 − 4l2 − 5l + 6r2ω2 + 6

)
+ 144M4

)

+
4mMa

l(l + 1)r8ω((l2 + l − 2)r + 6M)4

(
(12(l2 + l − 2)M3r4(l(l + 1)(l(l + 1)(10l(l + 1)− 73)− 16r2ω2 + 240)

− 2
(
92r2ω2 + 179

)
) + 2

(
l2 + l − 2

)2
M2r5

(
l(l + 1)

(
l(l + 1)(7l(l + 1)− 68)− 60r2ω2 + 44

)
− 288r2ω2 + 176

)
+

(
l2 + l − 2

)2
Mr6

(
−(l − 1)(l + 2)

(
l2 + l + 2

)
(13l(l + 1)− 50)− 4(l(l + 1)(5l(l + 1) + 6)− 38)r2ω2)

+
(
l2 + l − 2

)3
r7
(
−l2(l + 1)2

(
r2ω2 − 3

)
+ 8r2ω2 − 12

)
+ 1728(18l(l + 1)− 73)M6r + 288M5r2(l(l + 1)(21l(l + 1)− 202)

+ 6r2ω2 + 401) + 24M4r3
(
l(l + 1)

(
l(l + 1)(29l(l + 1)− 384) + 6

(
3r2ω2 + 277

))
− 4

(
45r2ω2 + 532

))
+ 55296M7)

)

+
α13M

3

r7 ((l2 + l − 2) r + 6M)3

(
(−12(l2 + l − 2)Mr4(l(l + 1)(8l(l + 1)− 4r2ω2 + 47) + 14r2ω2 − 195)

+ (l2 + l − 2)2r5
(
2
(
l2 + l − 5

)
r2ω2 + 21l(l + 1) + 120

)
− 72(140l(l + 1)− 661)M4r + 36M3r2(4

(
6r2ω2 − 293

)
− l(l + 1)(25l(l + 1)− 486)) + 6M2r3

(
l(l + 1)

(
l(l + 1)(18l(l + 1) + 175) + 60r2ω2 − 1930

)
− 156r2ω2 + 3232

)
− 22032M5)

)

+
α52M

2

2r6 ((l2 + l − 2) r + 6M)4

(
(−4

(
l2 + l − 2

)
M2r4

(
l(l + 1)

(
l(l + 1)(7l(l + 1) + 233) + 8

(
3r2ω2 − 262

))
+ 132r2ω2 + 3384

)
− 4

(
l2 + l − 2

)2
Mr5

(
l(l + 1)

(
(l − 1)l(l + 1)(l + 2) + 6r2ω2 − 91

)
+ 30r2ω2 + 236

)
+
(
l2 + l − 2

)3
r6(
(
l2 + l − 2

)
(2l(l + 1)

+ 11)− 2
(
l2 + l + 4

)
r2ω2) + 288(205l(l + 1)− 689)M5r + 144M4r2

(
31l(l + 1)(3l(l + 1)− 25)− 6r2ω2 + 1319

)
+ 8M3r3

(
l(l + 1)

(
l(l + 1)(101l(l + 1)− 2415)− 36r2ω2 + 10410

)
− 4

(
9r2ω2 + 3019

))
+ 86400M6)

)

− 3ϵ3M
3(2M − r)

r7 ((l2 + l − 2) r + 6M)4

(
12
(
l2 + l − 2

)
M2r3

(
l(l + 1)(37l(l + 1)− 317) + 60r2ω2 + 552

)
+

(
l2 + l − 2

)2
Mr4

(
l(l + 1)(19l(l + 1)− 254) + 6

(
22r2ω2 + 93

))
− 8

(
l2 + l − 2

)3
r5
(
l2 + l − r2ω2 − 2

)
+ 144(131l(l + 1)− 358)M4r + 12M3r2

(
7l(l + 1)(53l(l + 1)− 320) + 4

(
27r2ω2 + 776

))
+ 28512M5

)
(A1)

As in the case of the effective potential for axial pertur- bations, within our approximation we do not have the
deformation parameter α22.

Appendix B: pyRing analysis initial settings

We use pyRing to analyze the ringdown data of event GW170104. We use default prior values of Parspec formalism
in pyRing. The ringdown data used is publicly available at https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-P2000438/public. In this
appendix, we present the settings for the pyRing setup and the final posteriors in Fig. 6.

Parameter Value
Input Settings
run-type full
pesummary 0
screen-output 1
output gw170104 ParSpec
data-H1 gwdata/H-H1 GWOSC 4KHZ R1-1167559921-32.txt
data-L1 gwdata/L-L1 GWOSC 4KHZ R1-1167559921-32.txt
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Parameter Value
trigtime 1167559936.59363
detectors H1, L1
sky-frame equatorial
kerr-modes [(2,2,2,0)]
reference-amplitude 1E-21
amp-non-prec-sym 1
domega-tgr-modes [(2,2,0)]
dtau-tgr-modes [(2,2,0)]
ParSpec 1
ParSpec Dmax TGR 0
ParSpec Dmax charge 0
Sampler Settings
nlive 256
maxmcmc 256
seed 1234
Priors
fix-t 0.0027673
fix-ra 2.008144
fix-dec 0.144163
fix-phi 0.0

Appendix C: Deformed ring-down waveform

In Fig. 7, we show the radial ring-down waveform
of Kerr and Johannsen spacetime with a = 0.35 and
α13 = −0.1, 0, and 0.1. The waveform combines the
modes (l, |m|) = (2, 1), (2,2), (3,3), (4,4), and (5,5). For
the amplitude of every mode, we adopt the analytical
expression of the amplitude in Ref. [63]. We set the
masses of the two progenitor BHs in the binary system
to m1 = M and m2 = 2M , and we plot the oscillation
of the waveform for a point at r = 10M . In waveform
construction, we assume that the analytical expression
which relatee the amplitude and certain QNM frequen-
cies are the same for the Kerr and Johannsen metrics.
The calculation of QNM frequencies are all based on the
root finder in Sec. IV

The ring-down waveform model follows following ana-
lytical formula

h+ − ih× =
M

r

∑
lmn

AlmnSlmn(θ, ϕ)e
iωlmnte−t/τlmn(C1)

For the radial function in equatorial plane ((θ, ϕ) =
(0, 0)), the relative amplitude of the real part waveform

follows

h+ − ih× = h ∼
∑
lmn

Almne
iωlmnte−t/τlmn . (C2)

The amplitude Almn is discussed in Ref. [63].

Almn = ηω2
lmn

∑
n

ane
iαnηn (C3)

where

η =
m1m2

(m1 +m2)2
, (C4)

and an and αn are fitting amplitude and phase factor
respectfully for complex wave function value.

Appendix D: Quasi normal frequencies for different
(l,m)

We present different QNM frequencies for different
(l,m). The complex frequency value is presented with
the form (Re(ω),-Im(ω)).
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TABLE III. QNM frequencies for l = 2, m = −2,−1, 0, 1, 2

a/M α13 m = −2 m = −1 m = 0 m = 1 m = 2

0

-0.3 0.3795, 0.0929 0.3795, 0.0929 0.3795, 0.0929 0.3795, 0.0929 0.3796, 0.0929
-0.2 0.3775, 0.0915 0.3775, 0.0915 0.3775, 0.0915 0.3775, 0.0915 0.3776, 0.0915
-0.1 0.3756, 0.0902 0.3756, 0.0902 0.3756, 0.0902 0.3756, 0.0902 0.3757, 0.0902
0.0 0.3736, 0.0889 0.3736, 0.0889 0.3736, 0.0889 0.3736, 0.0889 0.3737, 0.0889
0.1 0.3717, 0.0876 0.3717, 0.0876 0.3717, 0.0876 0.3717, 0.0876 0.3718, 0.0876
0.2 0.3798, 0.0864 0.3698, 0.0864 0.3698, 0.0864 0.3698, 0.0864 0.3699, 0.0864
0.3 0.3679, 0.0851 0.3679, 0.0851 0.3679, 0.0851 0.3679, 0.0851 0.3680, 0.0851

0.1

-0.3 0.3675, 0.0926 0.3736, 0.0927 0.3795, 0.0929 0.3863, 0.0929 0.3930, 0.0931
-0.2 0.3656, 0.0915 0.3716, 0.0914 0.3775, 0.0915 0.3843, 0.0915 0.3910, 0.0916
-0.1 0.3636, 0.0903 0.3697, 0.0902 0.3756, 0.0902 0.3823, 0.0901 0.3890, 0.0901
0.0 0.3618, 0.0891 0.3678, 0.0890 0.3736, 0.0889 0.3804, 0.0887 0.3870, 0.0887
0.1 0.3599, 0.0888 0.3659, 0.0878 0.3717, 0.0876 0.3784, 0.0874 0.3850, 0.0873
0.2 0.3580, 0.0869 0.3640, 0.0866 0.3698, 0.0864 0.3765, 0.0861 0.3831, 0.0859
0.3 0.3562, 0.0858 0.3621, 0.0854 0.3679, 0.0851 0.3746, 0.0848 0.3812, 0.0846

0.2

-0.3 0.3560, 0.0922 0.3684, 0.0924 0.3795, 0.0929 0.3912, 0.0928 0.4078, 0.0929
-0.2 0.3547, 0.0912 0.3665, 0.0913 0.3775, 0.0915 0.3922, 0.0913 0.4059, 0.0913
-0.1 0.3529, 0.0901 0.3646, 0.0901 0.3756, 0.0902 0.3902, 0.0898 0.4040, 0.0898
0.0 0.3511, 0.0891 0.3627, 0.0889 0.3736, 0.0889 0.3882, 0.0884 0.4021, 0.0883
0.1 0.3493, 0.0881 0.3608, 0.0878 0.3717, 0.0876 0.3863, 0.0870 0.4002, 0.0868
0.2 0.3475, 0.0872 0.3590, 0.0867 0.3698, 0.0864 0.3843, 0.0856 0.3983, 0.0854
0.3 0.3457, 0.0862 0.3571, 0.0856 0.3679, 0.0851 0.3824, 0.0843 0.3964, 0.0840

0.3

-0.3 0.3465, 0.0918 0.3639, 0.0920 0.3795, 0.0929 0.4032, 0.0925 0.4236, 0.0918
-0.2 0.3448, 0.0909 0.3620, 0.0909 0.3775, 0.0915 0.4012, 0.0909 0.4224, 0.0904
-0.1 0.3430, 0.0090 0.3602, 0.0898 0.3756, 0.0902 0.3992, 0.0894 0.4210, 0.0890
0.0 0.3413, 0.0892 0.3583, 0.0887 0.3736, 0.0889 0.3973, 0.0879 0.4195, 0.0877
0.1 0.3395, 0.0883 0.3565, 0.0877 0.3717, 0.0876 0.3953, 0.0865 0.4179, 0.0865
0.2 0.3378, 0.0875 0.3546, 0.0866 0.3698, 0.0864 0.3934, 0.0851 0.4162, 0.0852
0.3 0.3361, 0.0866 0.3528, 0.0856 0.3679, 0.0851 0.3815, 0.0837 0.4144, 0.0840

TABLE IV. Fitting coefficients for the real parts of l = 2 QNM frequencies.

m P0 P1 error [%]
-2 -0.0195 0.0071 0.19
-1 -0.0194 0.0028 0.19
0 -0.0193 0.0000 0.20
1 -0.0194 -0.0007 0.20
2 -0.0197 0.0025 0.18

TABLE V. Fitting coefficients for the imaginary parts of l = 2 QNM frequencies.

m Q0 Q1 error [%]
-2 0.0129 -0.0144 0.11
-1 0.0129 -0.0075 0.12
0 0.0129 0.0000 0.13
1 0.0129 0.0057 0.14
2 0.0130 -0.0095 0.14
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TABLE VI. QNM frequencies for l = 3, m = −3,−2,−1, 0, 1, 2, 3

a/M α13 m = −3 m = −2 m = −1 m = 0 m = 1 m = 2 m = 3

0

-0.3 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6066, 0.0947
-0.2 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6042, 0.0940
-0.1 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6018, 0.0933
0.0 0.5994, 0.0927 0.5994, 0.0927 0.5994, 0.0927 0.5994, 0.0927 0.5994, 0.0927 0.5994, 0.0927 0.5994, 0.0927
0.1 0.5970, 0.0920 0.5970, 0.0920 0.5970, 0.0920 0.5970, 0.0920 0.5970, 0.0920 0.5970, 0.0920 0.5970, 0.0920
0.2 0.5947, 0.0914 0.5947, 0.0914 0.5947, 0.0914 0.5947, 0.0914 0.5947, 0.0914 0.5947, 0.0914 0.5947, 0.0914
0.3 0.5924, 0.0907 0.5924, 0.0907 0.5924, 0.0907 0.5924, 0.0907 0.5924, 0.0907 0.5924, 0.0907 0.5924, 0.0907

0.1

-0.3 0.5867, 0.0947 0.5933, 0.0946 0.6002, 0.0947 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6142, 0.0946 0.6216, 0.0945 0.6291, 0.0945
-0.2 0.5845, 0.0941 0.5910, 0.0940 0.5978, 0.0940 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6117, 0.0939 0.6189, 0.0938 0.6263, 0.0938
-0.1 0.5824, 0.0935 0.5888, 0.0933 0.5955, 0.0933 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6092, 0.0932 0.6163, 0.0932 0.6235, 0.0931
0.0 0.5802, 0.0928 0.5866, 0.0927 0.5932, 0.0927 0.5994, 0.0927 0.6067, 0.0926 0.6137, 0.0925 0.6208, 0.0924
0.1 0.5781, 0.0922 0.5844, 0.0921 0.5909, 0.0921 0.5970, 0.0920 0.6042, 0.0919 0.6112, 0.0918 0.6181, 0.0918
0.2 0.5761, 0.0916 0.5823, 0.0914 0.5887, 0.0914 0.5947, 0.0914 0.6018, 0.0913 0.6086, 0.0912 0.6155, 0.0911
0.3 0.5740, 0.0910 0.5801, 0.0908 0.5865, 0.0908 0.5924, 0.0907 0.5995, 0.0906 0.6062, 0.0905 0.6129, 0.0905

0.2

-0.3 0.5685, 0.0946 0.5814, 0.0945 0.5947, 0.0945 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6231, 0.0943 0.6393, 0.0941 0.6544, 0.0938
-0.2 0.5666, 0.0940 0.5792, 0.0939 0.5924, 0.0939 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6204, 0.0936 0.6354, 0.0934 0.6512, 0.0932
-0.1 0.5646, 0.0934 0.5771, 0.0903 0.5902, 0.0932 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6178, 0.0930 0.6325, 0.0928 0.6480, 0.0926
0.0 0.5627, 0.0928 0.5751, 0.0927 0.5880, 0.0926 0.5994, 0.0927 0.6152, 0.0923 0.6297, 0.0921 0.6448, 0.0920
0.1 0.5608, 0.0923 0.5731, 0.0921 0.5858, 0.0920 0.5970, 0.0920 0.6127, 0.0916 0.6269, 0.0914 0.6417, 0.0914
0.2 0.5590, 0.0917 0.5711, 0.0915 0.5837, 0.0913 0.5947, 0.0914 0.6101, 0.0910 0.6241, 0.0908 0.6387, 0.0908
0.3 0.5571, 0.0912 0.5691, 0.0909 0.5815, 0.0907 0.5924, 0.0907 0.6077, 0.0903 0.6214, 0.0902 0.6357, 0.0902

0.3

-0.3 0.5522, 0.0943 0.5605, 0.0944 0.5902, 0.0942 0.6066, 0.0947 0.6335, 0.0939 0.6575, 0.0933 0.6845, 0.0922
-0.2 0.5504, 0.0938 0.5686, 0.0938 0.5880, 0.0936 0.6042, 0.0940 0.6307, 0.0932 0.6543, 0.0927 0.6805, 0.0919
-0.1 0.5487, 0.0933 0.5666, 0.0932 0.5859, 0.0930 0.6018, 0.0933 0.6279, 0.0925 0.6511, 0.0921 0.6766, 0.0916
0.0 0.5469, 0.0927 0.5647, 0.0926 0.5837, 0.0923 0.5994, 0.0927 0.6252, 0.0918 0.6479, 0.0915 0.6721, 0.0913
0.1 0.5452, 0.0922 0.5628, 0.0921 0.5816, 0.0917 0.5970, 0.0920 0.6225, 0.0912 0.6448, 0.0909 0.6692, 0.0909
0.2 0.5435, 0.0917 0.5610, 0.0915 0.5796, 0.0911 0.5947, 0.0914 0.6199, 0.0905 0.6418, 0.0903 0.6656, 0.0905
0.3 0.5418, 0.0912 0.5591, 0.0910 0.5775, 0.0905 0.5924, 0.0907 0.6173, 0.0899 0.6388, 0.0897 0.6620, 0.0901

TABLE VII. Fitting coefficients for the real parts of l = 3 QNM frequencies.

m P0 P1 error [%]
-3 -0.0023 0.0213 0.21
-2 -0.0024 0.0156 0.22
-1 -0.0024 0.0086 0.23
0 -0.0024 -0.0000 0.24
1 -0.0024 -0.0109 0.26
2 -0.0023 -0.0250 0.28
3 -0.0023 -0.0453 0.30

TABLE VIII. Fitting coefficients for the imaginary parts of l = 3 QNM frequencies.

m Q0 Q1 error [%]
-3 0.0066 -0.0047 0.06
-2 0.0066 -0.0042 0.07
-1 0.0066 -0.0013 0.06
0 0.0066 0.0000 0.07
1 0.0066 0.0003 0.07
2 0.0067 -0.0019 0.07
3 0.0067 -0.0030 0.06
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